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decided in favour of the defendant. The President of
the Probate Division and Lord Justice Romer concurring,
the appeal was allowed and judgment given for the
defendant with costs.
This decision was no small triumph for The Bodley
Head. Lane was, very naturally, elated at the result.
He circulated printed copies of the judgment of the Court
of Appeal and added a few comments of his own:
'One can understand', he says, 'newspapers protesting
against the reprinting of leaders and special articles of
research contributed by distinguished experts, or, again,
war news, obtained from the seat of war at great cost
and often at great personal risk to the correspondent.
But The Times itself is only asking for copyright in news
for twenty-four hours; whilst  copyright  for  forty-two
years, or longer, is claimed for the report of another man's
thoughts and words. . , .    That day (the day of issue)
over, the paper is a thing of the past, and as a matter of
fact most of the  issues  of The   Times  containing the
speeches in this volume are out of print at The Times
office. . . .    Most daily papers are unobtainable a week
after publication.    On what ground can they assail the
person who reprints such reports, in which manifestly
they have no longer any interest . . . ?7
The note of triumph and the note of indignation are
not absent from this effusion. It savours a little of that
which the gods love to chastise. The last act of the drama
had yet to be played. The case was taken to the House
of Lords and they, in their turn, upset the decision of
the Court of Appeal.
He would be a rash man who should venture to inter-
pose his frail and puny person between the contending
forces of these learned Brid'oisons.* He would be inevit-
and ignominiously crushed. Yet it does seem that?
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